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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

This action is responsive to the Response filed 4/30/07. Claims 1-15 are 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Casaccia (US Patent 7,1 58.625). 

Regarding claim 1, Casaccia teaches a method of canceling setup of a 
conference between first unit and another unit (Casaccia, abstract) via a conference 
server in a scenario where the conference server has received an invitation message 
from the originating unit for setting up a conference call with at least the terminating unit 
(Casaccia, Col. 3, lines 1-6) and the conference server then receives a cancellation 
message from the first unit before setup of a conference leg between the conference 
server and the other unit is complete (Casaccia, Col. 3, lines 13-25), the method 
comprising: in response to the cancellation message, (1) completing setup of the 
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conference leg between the conference server and the terminating station and (2) 
sending a cancel signal from the conference server to the terminating unit to tear down 
the conference leg between the conference server and the terminating unit [see 
Casaccia, Fig. 7, Col. 3, lines 18- 59]. 

Regarding clainfi 2, Casaccia teaches the communication server carries out the 
completing and sending functions (Casaccia, Col. 19, lines 10-32). 

Regarding claim 3, Casaccia teaches that invitation message sent from 
originating station is a Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) INVITE message, the 
cancellation message is a SIP CANCEL message, and the teardown message is a SIP 
BYE message (Casaccia, Col. 4, lines 16-25, Col. 5. lines 5-6, Col. 13, lines 9-10, 60- 
62, Col. 15, lines 12-22, Fig. 7). 

The examiner would like to point out that an embodiment of a Session Initiation 
Protocol (SIP) communication system or conference server standards conventionally 
comprise SIP INVITE message, SIP ACK message. SIP OK (i.e. SIP 200 OK) message. 
SIP CANCEL message, and SIP BYE message. 

Regarding claim 4, Casaccia teaches a method of claim 1. wherein setting up 
the conference leg between the communication server and the temiinating station 
comprises sending an acknowledgement message from the communication server to 
the terminating station (Casaccia, abstract, Fig. 7, Col. 3, lines 1-39). 

Regarding claim 5, Casaccia teaches a method of claim 4, wherein the 
acknowledgement message is a Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) ACK message 
(Casaccia, Figs. 5 and 7, Col. 19, lines 18-20). 
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Regarding claim 6, Casaccia teaches the method of claim 1, wherein: if the 
conference server has already received an agreement message from the terminating 
station agreeing to participate in the session, then completing setup of the conference 
leg between the conference server and the terminating station comprises sending an 
acknowledgement message from the conference server to the terminating station 
(Casaccia, CoL 2, lines 43-54, Col. 5, lines 5-12). Casaccia also teaches that an 
agreement message has not received by the server from the terminating station 
agreeing to participate in the session, the completion of the conference between the 
conference server and the terminating station includes (1 ) the conference server 
receiving the agreement message from the terminating station and (2) sending the SIP 
ACK message from the conference server to the terminating station [see Casaccia, Fig. 
2, CoL 2, lines 43-54, Col. 6 lines 43- 65, Col. 7, lines 2-55]. 

Claim 7 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3 above with 
reference to discussion of claim 6. 

Regarding claim 8, Casaccia discloses a proxy server for Internet conference, 
wireless communication. Intranet, and communication networks that meet virtual 
protocol wherein a conference call is a Real-time Transport Protocol (Casaccia, Col. 4, 
lines 51-63, Col. 5, lines 11-21 and 53-65). 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Casaccia teaches a method, as discussion in claim 
1 above, wherein receiving a first SIP INV message from a first unit, seeking a 
conference call with a second unit; responsive to the first SIP INV message, sending a 
second invitation message to a second unit, seeking to set up a conference leg with the 
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second unit; receiving a cancellation signal from the first unit before completing setup of 
the conference session with the second unit; and responsive to the cancellation 
message, completing set up of the conference session with the second unit and sending 
a teardown message to the second unit, seeking to tear down the conference leg with 
the second station. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Casaccia discloses a conference session is a Real-time 
Transport Protocol (RTP) session as discussed in the claims 8, 9 and 10 above 
(Casaccia, Col. 4, lines 51-63, Col. 5, lines 11-21, 53-65). 

Regarding claims 12, Casaccia discloses a conference server and network 
comprising a processor; data storage; logic stored in the data storage and executable 
by the processor in a scenario where (a) the server has received from an originating 
station an invitation message seeking to set up a conference with at least one 
terminating station via the conference server and (b) the server then receives a 
cancellation message from the originating station before setting up a call session (Col. 
20, lines 38-59) between the server and the terminating station is complete which 
causes the processor to (i) complete setup of the call session between the server and 
the terminating station and (ii) then send a teardown message to the terminating station 
to tear down the conference leg between the server and the terminating station 
(Casaccia, Figs. 1 and 7, Col. 4, lines 52-63, Col. 5 lines 10-21 and 53-65, Col. 18, lines 
15-45, Col. 20, lines 38-59). 

Regarding claim 13, Casaccia discloses the server of claim 12, wherein the 
invitation message is a SIP INVITE, the cancellation message is a SIP CANCEL; and 
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the teardown message is a SIP BYE as discussed in the claims 1,11, and above [see 
Casaccia, Fig. 7 Col. 4, lines 51-63, Col. 5. lines 11-21, 53-65, Col. 19, lines 18-20]. 

Claim 14 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 12 above with 
reference to discussion of claim 8 regarding a Real-time Transport Protocol (RTP) 
session for conference leg (Casaccia, Col. 4, lines 51-63, Col. 5, lines 11-21, 53-65). 

Regarding claim 15, Casaccia discloses a communication network comprising 
network interfaces for communicating over a packet-based network (i.e. a packet- 
switched network) [see Casaccia, Fig. 1, Col. 4, lines 51-63]. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants' arguments filed 04/30/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

4. Issue no. 1 : Applicants state that Casaccia does not teach a method of 
canceling setup of a conference between an originating station and a terminating station 
via a conference server In a scenario recited in the present claims. Response: 
Casaccia teaches a method for canceling conference leg between the conference 
server and the originating station upon the originating station's discretions (completing 
setup conference session between originating station and terminating station; or only 
ringing the terminating station) and completing the conference session. The Examiner 
respectfully considers the argument not persuasive. 

5. Issue no. 2: Applicants state that Casaccia does not teach "in response to the 
cancellation message, (i) completing setup of the conference leg between the 
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conference server and the termination station (ii) then sending a teardown message 
from the conference server to the terminating station." Response: Casaccia disclosure 
of Figures 7 and 8 does teach such (i) and (ii). Casaccia not only teaches the request 
for cancellation message sent to the conference server by the origination station but 
also enables the automatic features of cancellation and teardown message. The 
Examiner respectfully sustains the rejection, and the argument therefore is not 
persuasive. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicants are reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Inquiries 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TuanKhanh Phan whose telephone number is 571-270- 
3047. The examiner can nomially be reached on Mon to Fri, 9:00am to 5:00pm EST, 
1st Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Assouad can be reached on 571-272-2210. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonmation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomriation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 



TKP 




PATRICK ASSOUAD 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



